arXiv:cond-mat/0308177v2 [cond-mat.stat-mech] 11 Dec 2003

Finite temperature theory of the trapped two dimensional Bose gas

Christopher Gies^1, Brandon P. van Zyl^2, S. A. Morgan^3 and D. A. W. Hutchinson^1 1Department of Physics, University of Otago, P.O. Box 56, Dunedin, New Zealand 2Department of Physics and Astronomy, McMaster University, Hamilton, Ontario, Canada L8S 4M1 3Department of Physics and Astronomy, University College London, Gower Street, London WC1E 6BT, United Kingdom (Dated: February 22, 2021)

We present a Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov (HFB) theoretical treatment of the two-dimensional trapped Bose gas and indicate how semiclassical approximations to this and other formalisms have lead to confusion. We numerically obtain results for the quantum mechanical HFB theory within the Popov approximation and show that the presence of the trap stabilizes the condensate against long wavelength fluctuations. These results are used to show where phase fluctuations lead to the formation of a quasicondensate.

The question of whether a weakly interacting Bose gas can undergo Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC) when confined to an effectively two dimensional (2D) geometry, has gained significant topical interest with the advent of recent experiments [1]. It is well know that a 2D homogeneous ideal gas of bosons does not undergo BEC at finite temperature [2]. Indeed it has been rigorously shown that even when interactions between the particles are included [3] there is no BEC phase transition at finite temperature, although a superfluid phase transition in the form of a Kosterlitz-Thouless (KT) transition [4] can be shown to take place. The KT transition occurs because of the enhanced importance of fluctuations in the 2D system yielding a quasi-condensate state where the length scale for phase coherence is small compared to the system size. The observation of such a phase transition has been reported recently [5] for a 2D gas of dilute hydrogen on a liquid helium surface. For the non-interacting gas, Bagnato and Kleppner [6] showed that an ideal gas in a 2D harmonic trap does exhibit a BEC phase. Petrov et al. [17] included interactions and showed within the Thomas-Fermi approximation, that well below T_c there exists a true condensate while at higher temperatures a quasicondensate forms. We are interested in the phase diagram at temperatures below and within this fluctuation regime to investigate both the true BEC state and the onset of phase fluctuations that lead to the destruction of the BEC.

In three dimensions (3D), the finite temperature Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov (HFB) treatment of the trapped Bose gas has proved very successful [7, 8, 9]. It is therefore natural to develop this approach for the 2D gas. Remarkably the quantum mechanical HFB formalism has, to the best of our knowledge, never been implemented in 2D, the development of which is the central result of this article. First let us consider however, a simplification to the fully quantum mechanical implementation of HFB that has been used to conclude previously that there is no BEC in an interacting 2D Bose gas.

In 2D, with a cylindrically symmetric trapping potential, the grand-canonical many-body Hamiltonian is given by H = ∫ d^2r ψ̂^†(r) ( − h̄^2∇^2 2m + mω^2_0 2 r^2 − μ + g(r) 2 ψ̂^†(r)ψ̂(r) ) ψ̂(r) , (1)

where we have assumed a spatially dependent coupling parameter, introduced by the many-body T-matrix for the trapped case as proposed in [10, 11].

In a manner identical to the development of the theory in 3D [12] we assume that the many-body Bose field operator can be decomposed into a mean, condensate part and a fluctuating field operator part such that ψ̂ = ⟨ψ̂⟩ + ψ̃ ≡ ϕ + ψ̃. The above Hamiltonian can then be diagonalised provided the condensate order parameter, ϕ, obeys the generalised Gross-Pitaevskii equation (GPE) ( − h̄^2∇^2 2m + mω^2_0 2 r^2 − μ + g(n_c + 2ñ) ) ϕ = 0 , (2)

and the quasiparticle excitations obey the Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) equations L̂u_i − gn_cv_i = E_iu_i L̂v_i − gn_cu_i = −E_iv_i , (3)

where L̂ = −^{h̄2 ∇2}_{2m} +^{mω20}_2 r^2 − μ + g(2n_c + 2ñ), n_c = ϕ^∗ϕ is the condensate density and ñ the noncondensate density, which is evaluated by populating the quasiparticle levels according to the usual Bose distribution. In the derivation of these equations we have used the canonical transformation ψ̃ = ∑ i[u_iα̂_i − v^∗_i α̂^†_i ] where the α̂_i satisfy the usual Bose commutation relations and we have taken the so called Popov approximation, neglecting anomalous pair averages of the fluctuating field operator.

Together, the GPE and BdG equations form a closed set and can be solved numerically using techniques analogous to those developed in 3D. This we will describe shortly, but first let us attempt to obtain a semiclassical solution of these equations. This is the approach taken by previous authors [13].

Let us assume that the temperature is large compared to the energy level spacing in the trap. We can now replace the quasiparticle amplitudes such that u_i ≈ ue^{iθ} and v_i ≈ ve^{iθ} where the common phase, θ, defines a quasiparticle momentum, p = h̄∇θ. Neglecting spatial derivatives of u, v, and p (local density approximation) and making a continuum approximation for the Bose distribution function, the quasiparticle excitation spectrum is found to be given by

E_{sc}(p, r) = √ Λ^2_{sc} − (gn_c)^2 , (4)

where Λ_{sc} =^{p2}_{2m} +^1_2 mω^2_0r^2 − μ + 2gn_c + 2gñ and the condensate density is still calculated via the GPE. The density of excited state particles can now be integrated in closed form to give

ñ = 1 λ^2 [ − ln ( 1 − exp(− √ t^2 − s^2) ) + t 2 − 1 2 √ t^2 − s^2 ] , (5) where λ^2 = h̄^2/2πmkT , s = gn_c/kT and t = 1 kT (_1 2 mω^2_0r^2 − μ + 2gn_c ) . These semiclassical HFB equations form a closed set and it is this set of equations that previous authors have attempted to solve selfconsistently. This is not possible however, as the semiclassical approximation can only be used consistently at low energy if combined with a Thomas-Fermi approximation for the condensate [14]. There are therefore no solutions to these equations.

It is trivial to show that in the Thomas-Fermi limit t = s and the expression for the semiclassical thermal density is undefined. Indeed, even for low particle numbers, it can be shown that the arguments of the square roots always contain values at some spatial point that are negative (and approach zero from below in the Thomas- Fermi limit) and hence this expression is never well defined. The origin of this problem lies in the expression for the semiclassical excitation spectrum. At low energies, or equivalently long wavelengths, Eq. (4) yields imaginary energies. This has been used to conclude that in 2D BEC cannot take place since the condensate is destabilised by long wavelength fluctuations [13]. This is simply incorrect. What one is seeing is a failure of the semiclassical approximation. If the discrete nature of the excitation spectrum for the finite size trap is not retained for the low energy excitations, and this is the case within the semiclassical approximation, there comes a point where the magnitude of the chemical potential exceeds the magnitude of the effective potential and the argument in Eq. (4) becomes negative for low p. Just because the semiclassical treatment of the HFB formalism fails does not mean that the quantum mechanical theory will also. In this case the long wavelength oscillations, corresponding to the p = 0 limit in the semiclassical case, are precluded by the finite size of the trap. Therefore, to determine whether BEC can take place in 2D, the full, numerically expensive, discrete calculation must be undertaken.

As an aside, it is possible to obtain a well defined semiclassical theory of the trapped 2D gas if one makes the further Hartree-Fock approximation [15]. This consists of setting the v(r, p) terms in the semiclassical HFB treatment to zero everywhere. The Hartree-Fock excitation spectrum is now single particle-like and is just given by Λ_{sc} rather than by the phonon-like Bogoliubov spectrum of Eq. (4). There is therefore no problem with the infrared divergence seen previously and one can integrate to obtain the semiclassical Hartree-Fock thermal density,

ñ = − 1 λ^2 [ ln ( 1 − e^{−( 12 mω20 r2+2gnc+2gñ−μ)/kT} )] , (6)

which can be solved self-consistently together with the GPE to obtain a Bose condensed solution. Interestingly, if one omits the ground state from the calculation, effectively demanding that condensation does not occur, then it is still possible to obtain a self-consistent solution for the thermal density at all temperatures. Therefore, at the level of the semiclassical Hartree-Fock approximation, one might conclude that there is no BEC in the thermodynamic limit for a 2D gas of trapped, interacting bosons.

By removing the lowest lying state however, one has truncated the available state space and so one may expect that the thermodynamically stable state is the condensed phase. This is confirmed by calculating the free energies for the two states. Above the BEC transition temperature the free energy of the condensed and uncondensed solutions are virtually indistinguishable, but below the critical temperature the free energy for the condensed solution is the lower, confirming that within the Hartree-Fock approximation, BEC is the thermodynamically favoured state [13].

We now proceed to solve the quantum mechanical, discrete, HFB equations [Eq. (2) and Eq. (3)] selfconsistently. The method of solution is described in detail elsewhere [12], but is outlined here for completeness.

First, the GPE equation is solved using an expansion in some appropriate basis set with the condensate and noncondensate densities set to zero. The solution for the condensate wavefunction is then used to construct n_c and the process iterated to find a converged solution. One now needs to calculate the noncondensate density. To do this one decouples the BdG equations by making the transformation to the auxillary functions ψ^{(±)}_i ≡ u_i ± v_i. One can thus obtain equations for ψ^{(+)}_i and ψ^{(−)}_i separately. These are solved using a further basis set expansion, for which we use the basis of excited states of the GPE to ensure orthogonality with the condensate and to simplify the construction of the matrix elements. The noncondensate density is then constructed by populating the quasiparticle states. This value of ñ is inserted into the GPE and the whole process repeated iteratively until convergence.

In contrast to the semiclassical HFB treatment we have no difficulty in finding self-consistent solutions to the quantum, discrete HFB equations and typical results are presented below. In the numerical solution we non-

FIG. 1: Quasiparticle excitation frequencies as a function of temperature for N = 2000 atoms and the full spatially dependent coupling parameter.

dimensionalise our equations using the natural harmonic oscillator units. In this case we take our Rydberg of energy to be h̄ω_0/2 and in these units the non-dimensional interaction parameter, g(r), takes values between 0.09 and 0.1. This parameter, in 3D, depends only upon the s-wave scattering length, a, however, in 2D, g also depends upon the strength of the confining potential in the third dimension. The 2D gas thus represents a system where the interparticle interaction strength can be tuned by modulating the confining potential in the z-direction in a manner analogous to the use of the Feshbach resonance in 3D [16]. It has even been suggested that the sign of the interaction strength (and hence whether the interactions are attractive or repulsive) can be changed by tuning the confining potential in the third direction [17].

In Fig. (1) we display the low lying excitation spectrum as a function of temperature for the trapped gas of 2000 87Rb atoms. Shown are the lowest lying m = 1, m = 2 and m = 0 quasiparticle, or collective, modes up to the critical temperature. We point out that the results shown are those of the HFB-Popov equations. In three dimensions, in the presence of significant direct driving of the thermal cloud, the theory fails to predict shifts in the frequencies above about 0.6 T_c [18]. These are related to the dynamics of the thermal cloud not included in this theory. The excitation spectrum shown should be valid in experiments where the condensate is driven directly.

In the three dimensional asymmetric case this approximation is valid only below 0.6 T_c. However, we include the higher temperatures for the symmetrical case where the theory in 3D does not fail. The m = 1 mode is the Kohn mode [19] and clearly satisfies the generalised Kohn theorem to within our resolution, apart from a slight deviation near the critical temperature. The quadrupole (m = 2) and breathing (m = 0) modes are well defined and nowhere look like going soft (approaching zero frequency as an indication of an instability). We therefore conclude there are well defined solutions to the quantum mechanical HFB equations, in a manner exactly the same as in 3D, for all temperatures below the critical temper-

FIG. 2: Fraction of atoms in the condensate as a function of temperature. The dotted line corresponds to the noninteracting gas for comparison.

ature.

It is important to note that, at low temperatures, the frequency of the lowest lying m = 0 mode, or breathing mode, is at precisely 2ω_0, independent of the interaction strength. This result was predicted some time ago by Pitaevskii and Rosch [20], purely from symmetry arguments. Indeed, they show rigorously that the existence of 2ω_0 oscillations is ensured by the underlying SO(2,1) symmetry of the full quantum theory Hamiltonian for the interacting harmonically confined 2D gas with a contact interaction. It is therefore noteworthy (and critical) that our calculations confirm this result numerically at low temperatures. At higher temperatures the result is still valid, however the excitations are those for a condensate in an effective potential which is modified by the addition of the potential 2gñ from the static thermal cloud. The condensate effectively sees a weaker harmonic potential and hence the m = 0 mode has a slightly lower frequency. Above the critical temperature, the excitation frequencies, of course, go over to those of the thermal gas. Similarly, at high temperatures (near the critical temperature) the m = 1 mode no longer satisfies the Kohn theorem precisely. This is again due to the presence of the potential from the thermal cloud. The effective potential in which the condensate oscillates is no longer harmonic and the Kohn theorem broken. As discussed previously [12], if the full dynamics of the thermal cloud were included, then the Kohn theorem would be satisfied at all temperatures.

In Fig. 2 we show the condensate fraction as a function of temperature. It is clear that at temperatures below the critical temperature we obtain a macroscopic occupation of the ground state, which implies BEC. This however is not sufficient. For true condensation we require a well defined phase over the entire condensate. In 3D this is true for all temperatures below T_c except for a small region near the critical temperature often refered to as the Ginzburg region. In this region phase fluctuations prohibit the formation of a true condensate. In a uniform 2D gas this region extends all the way to T = 0 and is what prevents the formation of a

FIG. 3: Single particle correlation function for the 2D Bose gas as a function of position at 0.05, 0.1, 0.35, 0.75 and 0.925 Tc from right to left, showing decreasing correlation length as a function of temperature. Lengths are scaled with the size of the condensate, rcon, at each temperature.

BEC. In Fig. 3 we plot the off-diagonal correlation function, g^{(1)}(0, r) [21] showing that only at low temperatures is there a coherent condensate with a correlated phase spanning the condensate. As the temperature is increased the coherence begins to decay on a length scale less than the dimensions of the gas. In analogy with Petrov et al. [17], if we expand the field operator as ψ̂ = ϕ_0+δψ̂ = √n̂ei^^ϕ then we can express the nonconden-

sate density as ñ = ⟨δψ̂^†δψ̂⟩ = ⟨^{δn̂2}_{4n0} + i[δn̂, ϕ̂]/2 + n_0ϕ̂^2⟩. At low temperatures density fluctuations are suppressed and this yields ñ/n_0 ∼ ⟨ϕ̂^2⟩. Using the Thomas-Fermi approximation Petrov et al. conclude that phase fluctuations lead to the formation of a quasicondensate at temperatures of around T = T_c/2 for our parameters. In our case we find that the condensate persists to approximately this temperature, but above this the phase becomes ill defined and the system is best described as a quasicondensate. This is consistent with our numerical calculation of the correlation function. A treatment of the 2D gas which could describe the quasicondensate has recently been formulated [22], but has yet to be implemented.

In conclusion, we have shown that the presence of the trap stabilizes the condensate against long wavelength fluctuations. This is true not only for density fluctuations, but for phase fluctuations as well, which are included in our formalism via the contribution to the noncondensate density from low-energy quasiparticles. Our work is consistent with Petrov et al. [17]. A 2D trapped dilute gas of weakly interacting bosons therefore does undergo BEC, forming a pure condensate at temperatures below a transition region near T_c. Although this conclusion has been reached by, among others, Petrov et al. [17] and Bagnato and Kleppner [6], the converse conclusion has also appeared in the literature [13]. The prospect of performing the HFB calculation has been proposed as a means of clarifying the issue (in addition to the above references, see for example, Bayindir and Tanatar [23]), but to this point no one had done so. We have now performed this calculation and unambiguously shown that BEC does occur for the 2D trapped interacting gas when the discrete nature of the energy spectrum is taken into consideration.

This work was funded through a University of Otago Research Grant and by the Marsden Fund of the Royal Society of New Zealand. BvZ would like to acknowledge support from Rajat Bhaduri through the NSERC of Canada. SM thanks the Royal Society (London) for financial support and CG the DAAD for partial support. DH would like to thank Matthew Davis for many stimulating and useful discussions.

[1] A. Görlitz et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 130402 (2001). [2] C. Kittle and H. Kroemer, Thermal Physics, second edition (W. H. Freeman and Co., New York 1980).

[3] P. C. Hohenberg, Phys. Rev. 158, 383 (1967). [4] V. L. Berezinskii, Sov. Phys. JETP 32, 493 (1971); J. M.

Kosterlitz and D. J. Thouless, J. Phys. C 7, 1046 (1974). [5] A. I. Safanov et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 81, 4545 (1998). [6] V. Bagnato and D. Kleppner, Phys. Rev. A 44, 7439 (1991).

[7] A. Griffin, Phys. Rev. B 53, 9341 (1996).

[8] D. A. W. Hutchinson, R. J. Dodd and K. Burnett, Phys.

Rev. Lett., 81, 2198 (1998).

[9] D. A. W. Hutchinson, E. Zaremba and A. Griffin, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 78, 1842 (1997).

[10] E. B. Kolomeisky et al., Phys. Rev. Lett 85, 1146 (2000). [11] M. D. Lee et al., Phys. Rev. A 65, 043617 (2002). [12] D. A. W. Hutchinson et al., J. Phys. B, 33, 3825 (2000). [13] W. J. Mullin, J. Low Temp. Phys. 110, 167 (1998); J. P.

Fernandez and W. J. Mullin, J. Low Temp. Phys. 128, 233 (2002).

[14] J. Reidl et al., Phys. Rev. A, 59, 3816 (1999). [15] A Hartree-Fock treatment of the 2D gas has been presented, but this does not address low lying collective excitations and hence can say nothing regarding the stability of the condensate. J. G. Kim, et al., J. Phys. B 33, 2559 (2000).

[16] J. Stenger et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 2422 (1999). [17] D. S. Petrov, M. Holzmann and G. V. Shlyapnikov, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 84, 2551 (2000).

[18] S. A. Morgan et al., cond-mat/0305535 (2003). [19] J. F. Dobson, Phys. Rev. Lett. 73, 2244 (1994). [20] L. P. Pitaevskii and A. Rosch, Phys. Rev. A 55, R853 (1997).

[21] M. Naraschewski and R. J. Glauber, Phys. Rev. A 59, 4595 (1999).

[22] U. Al Khawaja et al., Phys. Rev. A 66, 013615 (2002). [23] M. Bayindir and B. Tanatar, Phys. Rev. A 58, 3134 (1998).